morphology and also feeding and breeding biology (1996) . Furthermore, this study extended the distribution range of C. ocellatus from Tursite, Çeşme (İzmir) to Ceylanpınar (Şanlıurfa). Baran et al. (2006) noticed a reduction in stains on the dorsum of some samples collected from Gaziantep, Kilis, and Şanlıurfa, but did not make a separation. Now the distribution of C. ocellatus is known to be from Ceylanpınar (Şanlıurfa) to Çeşme (İzmir) in the west, including the whole Mediterranean coast and some small islands of Turkey (Baran, 1990; Baran and Atatür, 1998; Mermer, 1999; Baran et al., 2006) . Kornilios et al. (2010) suggested that samples from Turkey be divided into 2 different sublineages and emphasized that it was a necessary step in the evaluation of Turkish, Syrian, and Cypriot samples with more precise genetic studies.
In this study, 1 specimen of C. ocellatus found from Silopi, Şırnak, in southeastern Anatolia approximately 235 km east of Ceylanpınar, Şanlıurfa, is examined in terms of morphometric, pholidotic, and coloration pattern characteristics. The specimen (1 ♂ subadult) was collected from the village of Görümlü in Silopi/Şırnak on 20 May 2010 by Cercis Salih Demirci.
The specimen was collected on a grass-covered hill near the village. The area is sandy and stony. The locality is given in Figure 1 .
The specimen was fixed using traditional processes (Başoğlu and Baran, 1977) and deposited in 70% ethanol in the Zoology Laboratory of the Department of Biology, Faculty of Science and Arts, Adnan Menderes University. The distribution of the species in Turkey is given in Figure 2 .
The terminology used in describing the specimen conforms to that of Mermer et al. (1996) , Tok (1999) , and Baran et al. (2001) . Morphometric measurements were taken in millimeters with a dial caliper with accuracy of 0.01 mm under a stereomicroscope. The following morphometric measurements are given below: pileus length (PL), tip of snout to the posterior margins of parietal plates; pileus width (PW), at widest point between parietals; foreleg length (FLP), shoulder to tip of the longest toe; hind leg length (HLP), hip to tip of the longest toe; snout-to-vent length (SVL), tip of snout to anal cleft; tail length (TL), anal cleft to the tip of tail; total body length (TBL), tip of snout to tip of tail. In addition, the following ratios were calculated: SVL/FLP, SVL/HLP, TL/ TBL, PL/PW, SVL/PL. Meristic characters considered here included the following counts: lorealia (left-right), supraciliar plates (left-right), supraocular plates (left-right), supralabialia (left-right), sublabialia (left-right), subdigital lamellae of the fourth toe (left-right), and transversal series of scales at the midtrunk.
The morphometric measurements and main pholidotic characters of our specimen are as follows: PL, 8.11; PW, 4.71; FLP, 7.81; HLP, 11.83; SVL, 52.11; TL, 56.25; TBL, 108.36 . The numbers of the supralabial plates are 7-8; sublabial plates 6-6; subdigital lamellae in the fourth toe 16-15; and transversal series of scales at the midtrunk 30. All morphometric indexes and pholidotic characters are given in the Table. Baran (1990) , Mermer (1996) , Baran and Atatür (1998) , Tok (1999) , Baran et al. (2006) , and Kumlutaş et al. (2011) The color of the head is brownish. A small number of eye-shaped stains, which are blackish dark spots with white centers, are on top of the head. The posteriors of supralabials and sublabials are blackish; remaining parts are yellowish-white. The ground color of the dorsum is brownish with eye-shaped stains. The ground color of the anterior part of the tail is brownish; the tip of the tail is straw yellow (Figure 3) . A great number of eye-shaped stains are on the tail. The ventral side is yellowish without maculation. The color-pattern characteristics of the specimen were determined when the specimen was dead.
Regarding all pholidotic characters, morphometric ratios, and color-pattern features, our specimen agrees with the descriptions given for C. ocellatus in the literature (Baran, 1977 (Baran, , 1990 Mermer, 1996; Mermer et al., 1996; Budak et al., 1998; Tok, 1999; Kumlutaş et al., 2004) . Moreover, the distribution range of the species in Anatolia was extended by 235 km of air distance.
